EX PARTE OR LATE FILED RECEIVED

January 20, 1993 MAR-8|99.3)
FEDERAL COMMUMCATIGNS COMMISSION
Honorable Christopher (Kit) Bond OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator:

I have spent many years of enjoyment constructing and
operating radio controlled model airplanes. I belong to
several 1local <clubs whose members share a common interest.
Between the building tools, airplane kits, radios, engines,
finishing materials, all add up to a large investment. Joy
abounds by the camaraderie that develops between father and
son or daughter, grandfather and grandchildren by building
and operating their model together. Kids sharing the hobby
with an adult, learn how to use their hands and minds. Kids
in R/C hobby aren't gang members!

I am very concerned about what has been proposed by the
Federal Communications Commission. The proceeding is

PR Docket 92-235. 1If adopted the rule will greatly reduce
the usability of frequencies currently assigned for radio
control model usage. It will increase the risk of accidents
and attendant liability.

Qur radio controlled frequencies are in the 72/76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
. operations. Presently our radio-control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies
that we co-exist by not interfering with one another.

The Notice Of Proposed Rule Making (NOPRM) in PR Docket

92-235 replaces part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88.

Part 90 allows safe use of radio controlled aircraft and

surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed

commercial users and frequencies wused by R/C enthusiast.

The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies

within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us, eradicating ~
safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz band

for R/C aircraft and, 10 of 30 frequencies on the 75 Mhz band-

for R/C cars and boats.

In supervised R/C model operation safety 1is paramount, for
the spectators, operators, and property. Coordination of
radio frequencies used simultaneously dictates our safety
control and are strictly observed. Reduction of frequencies
increases <chances of accidents due to adjacent channel
interference.
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I think its unfair for the FCC to consider expanding the
.operations of land mobile radio users at the expense of the
radio control modelers. The FCC must think we are not as
worthy of radio freaquency usage as _the user of business
radio. As individuals our power is how we vote, as an
industry we contribute a sizable income to our nation. None
of what we do contributes to the sales of drugs or the
delinquency of children. The mobile communications industry
can't say that. Is this going to be another scenario of the
big quy and his paid lobbyist wins again? I hope not
because I have faith in you that's why I'm appealing to you
for your help

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime
by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket
92-235 for the 72/76 Mhz band. We need your help urgently
because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after
which it may become more difficult to avoid halting these
proposals from going into effect.

Cordially,
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models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
myself and thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry. The hobby also provides employment for
many individuals and revenue to many businesses. The restriction of reduced frequencies
currently under consideration will impact our economy and my personal income.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Slncere%

Bert Sowers

Bert Sowers
2003 Cedar
Higginsville, MO 64037






need the use of our full complement of radioc of radio
freqencies in order to assure a safe flylng enviroment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek tc improve
the operating conditions of land moobile radio users at
the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not
think we are as important as business users of radios,
but we have a considerakle investment in ocur models and
in our radio equipment. Th hobby provides many hours of
enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me contlnue the safe enjoyment of my pastime

by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for
the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerly,

Tensf FAVRS
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William &. (Jflque/[ MAR - 8 1993

405 Brookwood Court

Jefferson City, Missouri 65109 FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMSSION
QFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

Januany 27, 1993

FCC
19719 M St, Nw
Washington, D.C. 20510

Gentlemen:

I am writing in negard to NPRM-PR Docket 92-235, and unging, begging, and
pleading with you to NOT implLement this proposal for the following rneasons:

Aviation, and the building and §Lying of model aircradt has been a most im-
portant part of my Lije since about age 8, and now 61 and retired, it would

be an even greater blow to be forced to give it up now. 1 have built and §lown
Radio Contrnolled aircrafl since 1957, and one of the most perplexing problems
has wlways been the Loss of valuable and treasured ainplanes to intergerence
dnom other frequency uderns. Finst it was the CBIERS on the 27 Mhz spots, then
we wene given a dew spoits in the 72 Mhz band and stiLL experienced Losses from
internfenence, then we were given the 50 spots on the 72 Mhz band, and even usding
the Latest and most nanrow band neceivers available, we are stilf Losing models
Zo interference, and in fact have heard voice and other unknown interference

on a grequency 4scanner RIGHT ON OUR CHANNELS. I am in fact at present trying

to sell two of my six nadios because there is interfenence on these two channels
that these two radios happen to be on (12 and 24). Since we are experdiencing
difficulties trying Zo sepanate olhern usens that are SUPPUSED o be 10 Khz

away, there is no way we can operate ourn models with usens only 2.5 Khz away.

When you consider that some of ourn models cost in the thousands of dollars, and
take months on even years Zo build, can weigh 30 on 40 orn more pounds, and §Ly
at speeds up to on exceeding 200 MPH, and consider the possible Loss of such a

model, possible Loss on damage Zo property on the ground, and even the possibility
0f personal infurny on even Loss of Life, it is hard to understand why we modelens

are forced to accept "secondary use” status, must accepi interference from othex
usens, but are not alfowed to cause intenfs“Wihen this interference because Joe
wants to say hi o BiLL on a {requency Xdo close to ouns, can cause all of the
above.

Even though we modelerns are a nelative small group, we are tax paying citizens,
and deserve the same rnights as othen usens, and 1 feel we have afways and are
now being discriminated againdfin no small way.

Respect{ully and Sincenely youns
Wbl ein E’,W
William E. Stodgell

Sec/Treas

Senaton Chnistopher Bond
Senaton John Danforth
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' control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as businggga:memﬂm

users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and
in our radic equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people 1ike myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry. -

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

Sincerely,
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FEDERAL COMMUMCATIONS COMMBSION

Wesley Parmenter | OFFICE SECRETARY
7303 N Hemple OFTHE

Kansas City MO 64152

January 28, 1993

The Honmorable Christopher S. Bond
293 Russell Office Building
Washington DC 20510-2503

Dear Senator Bond:

T am very concerned ahapt pronosed rules that_are_currentlv under

consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).

The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio contrcl frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting then into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that
are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense

of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment.

I have been involved in this hobby for 2 years. I own 3 radios
and 4 model airplanes. In addition, I have numerous engines,
chargers, field accessories and other products necessary to
support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of
thousands of other R/C hobyists in the U.S. just like me,
these proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people
economically and in terms of enjoyment.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

Sincerely, /;7



EX PARTE OR LATE FILepRECEIVED

The Honorable Kit Bond February 1, 1993
U. S. House of Representatives MAR - 8 1993 .
Washington D. C. 20510

‘ FEDERAL COMMUNCATIONS COMMBSION
Dear Senator Bond: QFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very active with a local club whose
members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled airplanes. Members of the local model
airplane club offer countless hours of free instruction and building tips to assist new pilots. The club also
puts on one heck of a model airplane show each summer at a commercial airport, participates in
Memorial Day festivities at our local airport, visits grade schools for demonstrations, travels around the
state participating in other clubs events and lots, lots more.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with the
other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths
and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will be closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of radio control frequencies. If the number of frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety greatly
increased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have a wingspan of up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30-
40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We need use of our full compliment of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating condifions OI iand mMouLLS iuwy
" users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and our radio equipment. Radio
equipment for each pilot cost on the average of $250.00 and up, per radio. The hobby provides n}atnhy
hours of enjoyment for thousands of people and contributes to the advancement and development of the

commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely -~

( , S R S T
" N— -

Dan Stelljes Dan Stelljes
P. O. Box #441 »
Ashland , MO 65010
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January 28, 1993 MAR - 8 m
The Honorable Christopher S. Bond " CEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMIBSION
293 Russell Office Building QFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

Washington, DC. 20510
Dear Senator Bond:

I am a 50 year ol1d Professional Engineer who finds considerable
endoyment from building and flying radio controlled model air-
craft. I have been very active in this hobby for several vyears,
and I endoy flying the year arcund. I own three radios, and five
model airelanes. I am presently building a Long-EZ, which is a
1/5 scale model of an experimental canard. It will be at least
one more year before I will be able to fly this model, and by
that time I will have hundreds of hours and at least a thousand
dollars invested in this one model.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently
under consideration by the FCC. The proceeding is PR Docket 92-
235. If adoerted the new rule will greatly reduce the usability
of freauencies currently assigned for R/C model use and 1increase
the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

The proposed rule change will allow additional users, both fixed
and mobile, to orperate on fregquencies as close as 2.5 Khz from
the freauencies currently being used by R/C hobbyist. The cur-~
rent reauirement is to maintain a 10 Khz spacing between assigned
users' freauencies. 2.5 Khz is too close to the R/C users and
will interfere with the model, The result is that the model will
crash, possibly induring a spectator.

Please help me to continue the safe endoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 82-235
for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your help urgently because
the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may
become more difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going
into effect. :

Sincerely,

Allen Aldridge
5431 S. Elmira
Seringfield, Mo.

65810

RECEIVED
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It i2 unwise for the FQC to seek to improve the operating conditions of
land mobile radio users at the expense of radio contreol modelers. - The
FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radios, but
we have a considerable investment in our models and radio equipment.
This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry. :

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Thank you.
)

Eugene F. Kern
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Gary L. Meyers
9107 E. Milton
Overland, Mo. 63114
January 28, 1993

The Honorable Kit Bond:
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Ref: PR Docket 92-235
Dear Senator:

I am an active Radio Control Model Airplane flyer who is looking
forward to retiring in a few more years when I will have more time to
devote to my hobby.

I own a great deal of Radio Equipment which the above rule would make
obsolete or dangerous to use if it were to be adopted.

Safety, of course, is an important concern with me but there are some
people who may use radio equipment even if the above referenced rule
were made into law. Some of these model airplanes weigh as much as
55 1lbs. and travel as fast as 200 MPH. This is perfectly safe as
long as it is done in an interference free environment which the
above rule would adversely affect.

In the interest of hundreds of thousands of hobbyist and the hobby
industries as well please vote against this proposed rule change.

Thank You,

Gary L. Meyers
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FEDERAL COMMUNCATIONS COMMSSION
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

Mr. Steven G. Gooseman
503 west 22nd St
Higginsville, MO 64037
(816)584-7602

January 23, 1993

The Honorable Kit Bond
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Bond:

This letter is to let you know of my disapproval of the change in band plans for the 72/76 mhz
frequency allocations. Namely NPRM-PR Docket 92-235.

As a model aircraft flyer I was very happy to get the extra frequencies allocated to us in 1985,
The greater number of frequencies helped in many ways, mostly in safety. If this proposed
docket is to pass, this safety which we have enjoyed to date will be greatly jeopardized. Allowing
someone to walk onto or nearby a model flying field and operate one of these hand held radios
will cause an average 10-20 pound model to go out of control and if lucky it will only crash into
the ground, but at an average speed of 100 mph it may fly some distance maybe even into a
crowd or into a public area, as many flying sights are adjacent to public use areas. This is not
something I would want to be responsible for.

Also my career is based on this hobby as is many of my friends and customers. This will, very
much so, put an end to the lifestyle I have come to know. I work for a distributer for hundreds of
‘companies and have thousands of dealers nation wide, all of which will be affected by this rule
change should it be approved. Please do not allow this to happen. I would label this an undo
hardship on thousands and thousand of citizens.

Yours truly,

4

Steven G. Gooseman
Service Manager, Ace Radio Control, Inc.
Model Aircraft Hobbyist
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EX PARTE OR LATE FILED MAR - 8 1983
The Honorable Christopher S. Bond COMMUNCA COMMISSION
United States Sena?e PRt E%Gm%m

Washington, DC 20510-2503

Dear Senator Bond:

I derive many hours of enjoyment from constructing and operating radio-controlled models. 1
have been interested in radio-control for as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local club
whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio-controlled models. [ personally own 4
radios, 4 R/C models and have a workshop full of other products necessary to operating my models.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Dacket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for R/C model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in this band are far
enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without
either use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commerical users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,

aliminatiac nafamiice ofrat 1g95tad? of the 52 chagnale Anathn 22 M~ hond for /T ~ip~vaft) and 10
. .

—
of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for R/C cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact,
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our R/C models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators
and bystanders and the protection of property. Manv of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencxes If the number of usable frequencies is
dimished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

[ don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC
actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your heip urgently
because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more difficult to
avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely, y// %‘«4/‘
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January 28, 1993

The Honorable Christopher S. Bond IVED
United States Senate HECE
Washington, DC 20510
MAR - 8 1983
Dear Senator Bond, CEDERAL COMMUMCATIONS COMMIBSION
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

I am currently on Active Duty with the United States Coast Guard and
spend many long hours performing my duties. I enjoy spending whatever
liberty hours I can constructing and operating radio controlled model
airplanes. This hobby provides me the diversion I need to relieve job
related stress which in turn allows me to perform my duties better.

I am very concerned about the proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. Howewver, our
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result,
many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control
frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told
that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control
of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

When we fly our airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination
and use of radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies
is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become

) N ,-E-Ei!?_ e _ gl g 2k ol e fden 2221 .q —~p Anwee g ana.d
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g Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 1%

feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are
expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes
the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at
organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure
a safe flying environment.




I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our
radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of
the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

Sincerely

ames R. Mudd
11905 San Andres
St. Louis, MO 63138



